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CHAPTER I 
INTRODUCTION 
In recent years, interest in Biblical sources has 
greatly increased. The idea of a Bible accurately handed 
down without variation from the earliest times has gone. 
We now know the Bible to have a hum.a.n history as well as a 
divine inspiration. And this history is full of interest, 
especially to the English•speaking peoples, to whom, since 
the sixteenth century, the Bible has been the book of books, 
and whose whole thought, language, and literature are deeply 
ti~ged with its words and its teaching. 
The Bible being to us what it is, a study of the 
scripture sources, in order to authenticate the books of our 
faith, is of the highest importance. How much better it i s 
that we should be able to accept them, not with a blind and 
uninte.lligent belief' out with a clear understanding of the 
manner in which the several books came into existence, and 
of the means by which they have been handed down to us. 
Today . we know more about the Bible than any previous 
generation has known. The discoveries of the last hundred 
years ·have greatly widened and deepened our knowledge of 
Palestine and .of its relations with the neighboring countrie 
and have enal;>led us to read the Hebrew literature, not as ... :a.n 
1========#============================-==·~----------================~F======== 
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isolated phenomenon, but in relation to the civcumstances 
which gave it birth; and have vastly increased our knowledge 
o£ its origin and of the manner in which it was recorded. 
Just recently a discovery was made of a group of manuscripts 
containing many o£ the books of both the Old and the New 
Testament, older by a century or more than the oldest manu· 
scripts (other than very small fragments) hitherto known, 
and throwing new light on the conditions in which these books 
were originally written and circulated. Also there has come 
to light some fragments of a new Gospel, different from the 
four which we know. These fragments, .dating in or very 
shortly after the Apostolic age, are evidence of a time when 
other records of our Lord's life were in circulation, besides 
those which were ultimately accepted as authorative. such 
d~scoveries have aroused much enthusiasm in the field of 
Biblical research. 
However, in the present thesis, the author will 
c.onfine his studies to the outstanding New Testament dis-
coveries whioh have been made since nineteen hundred. The 
manuscripts which will be treated are a.s follows: the Freer 
or Washington manuscripts, the Koridethi manuscript of ~he 
<!oapels, the Rockefeller McCormick manuscript, the Chester 
Beatty ~iblical Papyri, aGree~ fragment of Tatian's Diates-
saron, fragments of an unknown Gospel and other early Christ-
ian Papyri, and an unpublished fragment of the Fourth Gospel. 
But before giving a detailed treatment of these 
various manuscripts, a brief survey will be made of the 
earlier men and women prominent in this field and their 
discoveries and works. 
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CHAPTER II 
EARLIER WORKERS PROMINENT IN THIS FIELD 
OF TEXT RECOVERIES 
For the followin.g survey of earlier workers in this 
field and their discoveries and worke the writer is deeply 
indebted to the work of Sir Frederic G. Kenyon, especially 
his works: The Story 2f the Bible and ~he Text £! ~ 
Greek Bible.1 
It was the discovery and publication of the Codex 
Alexandrinus, (a manuscript of great antiquity, written, as 
scholars are g.enere.lly agreed, in the first half of the 
fifth century, probably in Egypt.) which came to England 
in 1627, that gave the great impulse to the search for 
manuscripts, especially of the New Testament, and the 
tabulation of the variations of readings found in them. 
The accepted catalogue of New Testament manuscripts 
goes back to that compiled in 1751-52 by J. J. Wetstein, a 
disciple of Richard Bentley (a foremost English classical 
scholar of the day).. It was he who established the system 
of indicating the uncials by capital letters, and minus-
cules by Arabic numerals; papyri were then unknown. However 
he made separate lists for the four main groups of books, 
1Kenyon, Frederic G., The Story £f the Bible, Chaps. 
VI, VII, and VIII. The Text of. the (}reek Bibie, Chapter III. 
the Gospels, Acts and Catholic Epistles, Pauline Epistle.s, 
and Apocalypse, a method which has since been abandoned. 
In the early years of the nineteenth century J. M. 
5 
A. Scholz summed up and greatly extended all that hitherto 
had been done in the way of listing manuscripts. He pub~ 
lished this catalogue of New Testament manuscripts in . 
1830-36, the purpose of which was to provide a source where 
others might find what materials were in existence for them 
to work on; and this list, for all its defects, provided 
the basis on which the list has been kept up, until now the 
total runs into the neighborhood of five thousand. 
Thus the mere collection of material predominated 
over all other considerations from 1627, when the Codex 
Alexandrinus came to England, to 1830 when Scholz began to 
publish his catalogue . -- a period of two hundred years. A 
new period started in 1831. At this time, under the impulse 
of the more critical spirit of the mid-nineteenth century, 
a fresh start was made and a movement was begun which has 
gone on with increasing momentum to our own day. This new 
period began with a German scholar, Carl Lachmann. He began 
the work, of sifting out the true text of the New Testament 
from the divergent manuscripts, under the assumption that 
the earliest manuscripts were likely to have suffered least 
from the accumulated errors of scribes or the revision of 
editors . . He kept, however, a vigilant eye on the 
possibility of errors in them also. The mass of late 
manuscripts were for most purposes ignored. 
6 
In 1831 he printed a small edition of the New Test-
ament, containing his revised text with very little explan-
ation of the grounds on which he had arrived at it. This 
was followed in 1842•50 by a larger edition, containing 
fuller evidence and an exposition of his principles of 
criticism. His work was by no means perfect, and the 
materials at his disposal were much less than we have today; 
but by his outspoken rejection of the 11 received112 text of 
1550 and his bold application of textual science to the 
problems of the Bible, did invaluable service, and lighted 
a fire which is still burning. 
So far the search for manuscripts had been of a 
commonplace kind -- merely the listing, and sometimes the 
collation of volumes standing on . the shelves of the pr1n-
cipal libraries in Europe. Now a young man came on the 
scene, who was to carry the search far and wide, making a 
greater number of important additions to the list than any 
2An edition of the Greek New Testament, produced by 
the French printer, Robert Est1enne, or Stephanus, based 
upon the work of earlier expert scholars and investigators 
in this field. This text was very popular and widely re-
ceived among New Testament scholars and worke;l:'s and, with 
slight alterations, gradually became recognized as prac-
tically the standard for text criticism. It continued to be 
reprinted for the next several eentur~es and is still found 
in our ordinary Greek Testaments. 
-----=r==========================================~======= 
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other scholar before or since, and who was to crown his 
career by the most sensational discovery in the history of 
scholarship, and by making known the two most valuable 
copies of the Bible in existence. This was Constantine 
Tischendorf (1815-74}. The list of his discoveries is 
amazing. He discovered for the first time eighteen uncial 
manuscripts (all except five being mere fragments} and six 
minuscules; he was the first editor of twenty•five uncials 
(all fragments); he edited afresh eleven others, some (such 
as the Vaticanus, Ephraemi, Claromontanus and Laudianus) of 
the first importance; he transcribed four more, and col-
lated thirteen. With the exception of the Alexandrinus and 
Codex Bezae, there was no uncial manuscript of real import-
ance to the knowledge of which Tischendorf did not contri-
bute in greater or less degree. 
Meanwhile he was producing edition after edition in 
which the results of his discoveries were incorporated. In 
all he produced eight editions of the Greek New Testament, 
four of the Latin, and four of the Septuagint, in addition 
to texts of the apocryphal gospels and epistles, and besides 
his editions of individual manuscripts. Following Lachmann, 
he cut himself .free from the "received text," and depended 
mainly on the more ancient manuscripts. He produced his 
final edition of the Greek New Testament in 1869-72 with a 
full textual apparatus. This edition has remained the 
,. 
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standard for the use of scholars, and is only now in process 
of being superseded by a new edition prepared in England on 
the sa.me lines; but embodying the results of all those re-
cent discoveries which Tiachendorf did not live to see. 
But the crowning achievements of his life were the 
discovery of the Codex Sinaiticus and the editing of the 
Codex V.aticanus. The story of the discovery of the Codex 
Sinaiticus and of the acquisition of the manuscript by the 
British Museum from the Government of Soviet Russia is most 
interesting and romantic. 3 
This discovery bro1.1.ght to light a manuscript of the 
whole of the New Testament and nearly half of the Old, a 
hundred years older than any extant manuscript except the 
very imperfectly known Vaticanus. It was published in full 
by Tischendorf in facsimile type in 1862. In 1911 the 
Oxford University Press published a photographic facsimile 
of the New Testament, followed by the Old Testament in 1922, 
botn from photographs taken by Professor Kirsopp Lake and 
his assistants, and at the present time is in the files of 
the British Museum. 
Tischendorf now turned his attention to the Vaticanus _ 
He went to Rome in 1866 to ~ke a study of particular 
3For a detailed report of th;is story see Sir Frederic 
Keny_ on's recent work, The Story of the Bible_, p. 73 ff. 
............... - ~---- --
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passages of it. With the results of this study he was able 
to publish in 1867 an edition which went far towards placing 
the evidence of this supremely important manuscript in the 
hands of scholars. 
By the end of the year 1868 scholars had in their 
hands two great copies of the sacred books earlier by a 
century than they had hitherto been able to use. A powerful 
stimulus was thus given to the demand for a thorough re-
vision of the Greek text in common use; for these two great 
manuscripts plainly did not support the "received'' text, 
and in the eyes of nearly all trained scholars were evident-
ly superior to it. Tischendorf himself issued in 1869-72 
a revised text of the New Testament based predominantly on 
the Vaticanus and Sinaiticus, and provided with a full 
apparatus of various readings from all the important extant 
texts and the principal versions and quotations in the early 
Fathers. This edition remains today the moat serviceable 
critical edition for the use of scholars, though in much 
need of being brought up to date by incorporation of the 
results of later discoveries. 
In England especially, the need for revision was 
strongly felt, and the response to it took two forms. On 
the one hand, two great Cambridge scholars, B· F. Westcott 
and F. J. A· Hort, undertook the preparation of a revised 
Greek text of the New Tea tamen t, with a full s ta temen t o,f . 
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the principles on which it was based. They made the fullest 
use of the materials with which Tischendorf had provided 
them and divided all the authorities into four groups or 
families: (1) a group called the Neutral Text, headed by 
the great uncials, Vaticanus and Sinaiticus, and believed 
to have come down in relative purity without editorial re-
vision: (2) a small group called the Alexandrian Text, 
not embodied wholly in any one manuscript or group of manu-
scripts, but consisting of readings found in manuscripts 
normally akin to the Neutral family but differing from the 
leading representatives of that family, and showing signs 
of stylistic revision likely to have arisen in such a center 
of scholarship as Alexandria: (3) a family called the West-
ern Text, because of its predominant Latin attestation. 
This group, headed by the Old Latin version and the Latin 
fathers and characterized by wide divergence from the other 
families was prevalent in the Roman or western section of 
the church: (4) a group called the Syrian Text consisted 
of the later uncials and the great mass of the cursives, 
which were believed to have descended from a revision begun 
at Antioch, in Syrla, about the end of the fourth century. 
On the other hand, a committee was appointed by the Con-
vocation of Canterbury in 1870 to prepare a revised edition 
of the English Bible. The resultB o£ both undertakings 
were published in May, 1881. Westcott and Hort were 
11 
members of the Revision Committee, and carried very great 
weight with it; so that the Revised Version, though not 
wholly representing their views, is largely colored by them. 
Much indebted to Westcott and Hort, scholars now had 
a new Greek text, based upon the most ancient authorities 
in accordance with the best principles of textual scholar-
ship. And English readers had a revised English Bible 
based upon this Greek text. It now looked as if nothing 
remained to be done but to digest these results. Further 
changes seemed unlikely. Yet, as a matter of fact, a new 
period was just opening; a period in which there has been 
discovery after discovery widening our knowledge of the 
Bible text and its early history, and testing the conclu-
sions of the scholars of 1881 by evidence with which they 
were totally unacquainted. 
The first important discovery in this new period 
was in 1892 when two Cambridge ladies, Mrs. Agnes Smith 
Lewis and her twin sister, Mrs. Margaret Dunlop Gibson, 
discovered, in the monastery of St. Catherine on Mount 
Sinai, a palimpsest manuscript (that is, the original 
writing had been partly washed out, and another text writ-
ten over it). The lower writing was seen to be a copy of 
the Gospels in Syriac, which was found to be, not the 
ordinary Syriac version of the Gospels (known as the 
Peshitta), but an earlier version. This new manuscript, 
l2 
called the Sinaitic Syriac manuscript, contains the greater 
part of the four Gospels and is dated in the fourth or 
fifth century. 4 This discovery supported the Western text 
and added to the evidence that the Western text was the 
text generally prevalent all over the Roman world in the 
second century. 
Perhaps the most sensational discoveries have been 
those which have been brought to light through the discovery 
and res~ora.tion of the papyri. Most of these are small 
fragments, found in some rubbish heaps of Egypt, where the 
dry climate has allowed them to be preserved under a pro-
tective covering of desert sand. 
The first Greek papyrus to be discovered in Egypt 
came to light in 1778. It was a non-literary document of 
no great importance. Otb.er finds were made in the course 
of the next century, including some rolls of Homer, and 
four of the lost speeches of the great Athenian orator, 
Hyperides. But the real period of papyrus discovery began 
in 1877, when a great number of documents were unearthed in 
the Fayum, a. province lying to the west of the Nile, where 
there were many Greek settlements. Most of these were not 
literary, but in 1890 the British Museum acquired a most 
valuable group of literary papyri, including the lost 
4Gregory, Casper Rene, Canon and Text of the ~ 
Testament, P• 398. 
13 
history of the Constitution of Athens by Aristotle, and the 
previously unknown Mimes (or short dramatic sketches) of 
Herodas. In 1894 began the great series of discoveries of 
papyri, chiefly from excavations on the site of the ancient 
city of Oxyrhynchus, made by B. P. Grenfell and A. s. Hunt. 
Along with a great number of other papyri, they published 
some fifty papyrus fragments of New Testament material, in 
addition to sheets containing "Sayings of Jesus." Some of 
the latter recall gospel passages, while others are witnout 
parallel in our Gospels. From this· tl.me forward the search 
for papyri in Egypt has continued, and a constant stream of 
texts has flowed into the libraries of Europe and Amer'ica, 
so that we now have many thousands of non-literary documents 
and several hundreds or literary texts -- most of them only 
small fragments from rubbish heaps, but including a sub• 
stan tial m,l.mber of rolls of some length, which have given 
us an assured knowledge of the methods of book production 
from about 300 B. C· to the Arab conquest of Egypt in A. D. 
640. Latest among these, and perhaps the most important, 
is the recent discovery of the group of Biblical texts 
known as the Chester Beatty Biblical Papyri, of which much 
more will be said in the next chapter. 
The 1mportaJ1Ce of such papyrus evidence is that much 
of it goes back to a time earlier than the date of the 
great parchment manuscripts. A number of papyrus fragments 

CHAPTER III 
RECENT NEW TESTAMENT TEXT RECOVERIES 
In this chapter the purpose is to treat the manu-
scripts (listed above), which have come to light since 
nineteen hundred, in the order in which they have appeared. 
This treatment will include the following facts: who dis-
covered the manuscripts, when and where they were discovered, 
the dating of the manuscripts, and something of their conten 
and character. 
Perhaps the first to deserve consideration is the 
Freer or Washington manuscripts. These manuscripts were 
discovered by Charles L. Freer, of Detroit, who purchased 
them from an Arab dealer named Ali in Gizeh, near Cairo, 
Egypt on December 19 '· 1906. The entire collection consists 
of four Biblical manuscripts on vellum. Two of the manu-
scripts contained portions of the New Testament. These 
manuscripts have been placed by Mr. Freer in the great 
museum containing his Oriental collection at Washington, 
and all of them have been edited, with facsimiles, by 
1 Professor H. A. Sanders of the University of Michigan. 
Of the New Testament manuscripts, one contains the 
lKenyon, Frederic G., Recent Developments in the 
Textual Criticism of the Greek Bible, P• 26. ----. 
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Gospels, the other some fragments of the Pauline Epistles. 
Professor Sanders dates the manuscript of the Gospels in 
the fourth century. 2 Frederic G. Kenyon, in his recent 
work, The Text of the Greek Bible, dates it in the late 
-~--- - - . ~ . . 
fourth or fifth century. 3 The first quire of John, however, 
which was perhaps inserted to replace one that was damaged 
or defective, is dated about the seventh century-. 4 In any 
case this is a very early and important witness. The 
manuscript of the Epistles of Paul is dated about the 
seventh century, at least not earlier than the sixth cen-
tury. 5 
The Gospels manuscript, which is by far the most 
important, is a volume of twenty-six quires. 6 It contains 
the four Gospels in what is known as the Western order, viz. 
Matthew, John, Luke, Mark, which probably reflects the order 
of their popularity. 
As to the character of the Gospels manuscript, Sir 
Frederic Kenyon writes most interestingly as follows: 
P• 101. 
2Filson, Floyd v., O;rie;ins of the Gospels, p. 35. 
3.Kenyon, Frederic G., The Text of the Greek Bible, 
----. - . . ~.= ... 
4Kenyon 1 Frederic G., The Story of ~he Bible, P• 100. 
5rb1d., P· 100 
~ 
6Kenyon, Frederic G., Recent Developments in the 
Textual Criticism of the Greek .Bible, p. 2"6. ~~~~ ~~~~=-· - ·-. ---
======~~==============================~--=~=======-=-=-==-=========-=-=-=-~========= 
• 
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The text Of this Washington Codex, as it is called, 
has some very curious features. It is by no means 
uniform in character, and must have been ·copied from 
several s.neestors which did not belong to the same 
textual group. Thus (to use tne· clas sifiea tion of 
Westcott and Hort), Matthew j.s Syrian (i.e. Byzantine); 
Mark 1--v. 30 is Western; the rest of Mark does not 
conform to any of these groups, b.ut to one which will 
have to be mentioned later; Luke i--vi11· 12 is Neutral; 
the rest of Luke is Syrian; John i-~v. 12 (the add~d 
quire) is Syrian; and the rest of John is Neutral. 
Such a variety in the character of the text would lead one 
to believe that it had been copied i'rom 13everal dii'i'erent 
manuscripts of different character. Apparently, not even 
the same manuscri,pts were used through a whole Gospel. One 
would therefore conclude that the scribe had access to a 
library where various copies of the scripture were avail-
able. This use of diffe:rent sources is easily possible when 
we remember that each book originally circulated in a 
separate roll. Although this manuscript is unusually com-
plica ted there are other instances where manus.cripts exhibit 
different character in different parts. The manuscript, 
Alexandrinus, for instance, is part Byzantine and part 
Neutral. 8 
Another curious feature of the Washington manuscript 
is the insertion of the following additional passage after 
Mark xvi. 14: 
7Kenyon, Frederic G., The Story of the Bible, p. 100. 
aiPid., P• 101. 
-
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And they answered and said, This generation of law-
lessness and faithlessness is under Satan, who doth not 
allow the truth of God to prevail over the unclean 
things of the spirits. Therefore make manifest thy 
righteousness. So spake they now to Christ, and Christ 
said unto them, The tale of the years of the dominion 
of Satan is fulfilled, but other terrible things draw 
near, and by reason of the sins of them I was delivered 
over unto death, that they may return to the truth and 
sin no more; that they may inherit the spiritual and 
incorru~tible glory of righteousness whioh is in 
heaven. 
The first two sentences of the above quotation are 
apparently an apocryphal addition, quoted by Jerome, who 
says that they were found in some copies, chiefly Greek. 
The rest is new. Such an addition. is hardly authentic, but 
it shows how such additions could get into the Gospels.10 
The manuscript of the Epistles of Paul is of less 
importance. When the collection was purchased the fragment 
was in such a hopelessly decayed condition that no value 
was put upon it, either by the dealer or by Mr. Freer. 
However, by a very delicate process many of the leaves with 
legible writing, although imperfect, were separated. A 
careful search was made for anything bearing on the earlier 
history of the manuscript, but nothing definite was found. 11 
Nevertheless, it has been possible to obtain 
9Ibid., P• 101. 
l0Ibid., p. 102. 
llsanders, Henry A., The New Testamen_t Manuscripts 
in~ Freer Collection, p. 251. 
======~=========================================-=~~=-================~========= 
information as to the original size and content of the 
manuscript. 
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The preservation of ten quire numbers, including the 
last (KZ), makes certain the original size and content 
of the MS. It once contained between 208 and 212 
leaves. The legible fragments begin at I Corinthians 
10, 29, and portions of all the remaining Pauline 
Epistles are found. The Epistle to the Hebrews follows 
II Thessalonians. There have been lost at the beginning 
of the MS fifteen quires and two leaves. On the basis 
of the amount of text per page in the preserved portion 
we may reckon Acts at about sixty leaves or eight 
quires, of which the last was probably a four•leaf 
quire; the Catholic Epistles would fill 24 leaves or 
three quires, and the Epistle to the Romans with the 
missing part of I Corinthians would require some 34 
leaves, i.e. just over four quires. This was then the 
content of the original MS. Joined with the MS of the 
Four Gospels, found with it, it made a complete New 
Testament, which did no·t however contain Revelation. 
This is not particularly strange, for it is well known 
that the Revelation of John was popular in the West 
much earlier than in the East, and 1n Egypt, particular-
ly, it had a competitor in the spurious Revelation of 
Peter, a large fragment of which was discover-ed at 
Akbmim in 1886.12 
Another manuscript which has proved to have a very 
special interest is the Koridethi manuscript of the Gospels. 
It received its name from the monastery o.f Koridethi, in 
the neighborhood of the Caspian, to which it formerly 
belonged. It is now at Tiflis. Attention was first called 
to this manuscript by von Soden in 1906, and it was pub-
lished in full by Beerman and Gregory in 1913. 13 
12Ibid., P• 252. 
13Kenyon, Frederic G., The Text of the Greek Bible, 
~---p. 102. 
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The manuscript is written in a large and extremely 
coarse uncial of late type 1 making it difficult to date. 
Kenyon dates the manuscript in the ninth century while 
Kirsopp Lake, in his manual on~ Text of the New Testament 
(sixth edition, revised by Silva New, 1933) 1 dates it in 
the seventh or eighth century. 14 Burnett H. Streeter also 
dates the manuscript in the eighth century. 15 Apparently the 
scribe knew very little Greek, but it is possible that he 
was familiar with the appearance of Coptic. Dr. R. P. 
Blake, who has a special knowledge of Georgian manuscripts 1 
thinks he was a member of the Georgian colony which is 
known to have existed in Sinai in the ninth century. 16 
The fact that the scribe had little knowledge of 
Greek would account for many mistakes; but because of this 
fact he would not be likely to make alterations in the text 
he was copying. The text is unusual. In most of the Gos-
pels its text is not far removed from the common Byzantine 
type 1 but in Mark it is quite different. The text as a 
whole has been designated as Family Theta. Streeter calls 
this family the Caesarean text. Kenyon explains ~treeter's 
14Filson 1 Floyd v., Origins of~ Gospels, P• 35. 
15streeter, Burnett H., The~ Gospels, p. 79. 
16Kenyon1 Frederic G., Recent Developments in the 
Textual Criticism of the Greek Bible, p. 29. 
21 
conclusion as follows: 
Dr. Streeter proved that this type of text, which 
stood midway between Neutral and Western, was used by 
Origen in certain commentaries and other works of his, 
written during the later part of his life, when he was 
resident at Oaesarea. Streeter accordingly felt justi-
fied in dubbing it the "Caesarean" text, and claiming 
for it a right to recognition as a definite family. 
Lake subsequently showed that there is reason to be-
lieve that Origen may have used this type of text before 
he left Alexandria for Caesarea; and the possibility 
that it may have been of Egyptian origin was strengthens 
when the Chester Beatty Gospels papyrus (see below) was 
found to have a text of the 11 Caesarea:nn character. But 
whatever its character, the "Caesarean" tex-t has been 
placed "on the ma~,.n and the scope of the trwestern11 by 
so much reduced.l 
At this point brief mention will be made of the 
Rockefeller McCormick manuscript which has been designated 
~C~o~d=e~x 2400 _a_n_d _i_t_s Miniatures. 
The following material concerning this manuscript 
has been derived from a publication entitled Codex 2400 
~ its Miniatures, by Harold R. Willoughby, who is at the 
present time in the New Testament Dep~rtment of the Univer-
sity of Chicago. 
A brief description of the codex is given in the 
following quotation by Dr. Willoughby: 
The Rockefeller McCormick manusc:ript is a complete 
Byzantine New Testament, dating from the thirteenth 
century, with nearly one hundred brilliantly illuminated 
pages. True, it does not include the Apocalypse of 
17Kenyon, Frederic a.,~ Bible and the Ancient 
Manuscripts, p. 117.- - --
John. This omission, however, is due to no defect in 
the manuscript itself, but rather to the irregularity 
of the .Eastern canon of Christian scripture. 
The New Testament writings included in this codex 
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are arranged in the normal Byzantine sequence. The 
Gospels stand first, in the usual Eastern arrangement, 
followed by .Acts, then the collection of brief Catholic 
Epistles, and finally the extensive Pauline letters, 
including the Pastoral Epistles and ending with Philemon 
and Hebrews. The precedence thus given to the Catholic 
Epistles over the letters of Paul is characteristic of 
the Byzantines. Among the great codices this is the 
order of the fourth C,e~tury _ Codex Vaticanus and the 1 fifth century Codex Alexandrinus of the British Museum. 
The outstanding feature of Codex 2400 pertains to 
the number and character of its miniatures. A large number 
of these are found, not only throughout the Gospels as text 
illustrations but also in Acts, with scattered author por-
traits in the epistles section. 19 
The Codex 2400 itself provides data sufficient to 
reconstruct the main phases of its own history. The codex 
was a masterpiece of the Palatine· scriptorium of Byzantium, 
written and miniatured at Blachernae about 1265 A. D. It 
was treasured as a part of the imperial library of the 
Paleologi, presumably until the capture of Constantinople 
by the Turks in 1453. That catastrophe marked a change of 
fortune in the exper~ences of the manuscript. Miniatured 
leaves, cut out of the codex during the fourteenth and early 
18Willoughby, Harold R., Codex 2400 and its 
Miniatures, P• 3. 
19rbid!', P· 23. 
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fi f teenth centuries, were carefully supplied by other folios 
. ' . 
of . plain text. Unfortunately, some of the most splendid 
leaves of the codex were abstracted during this period. 
With 1453 began the post-Byzantine period in the 
manuscript's history. Constantinople was captured by Mos-
lems. The library of the Paleologi was scattered. A 
century or more after this the codex was apparently i n 
Moldavia or Walachia, where it was dedicated by Voivode 
Alexander in a church or convent 11 of the Savior." 
The codex gradually won for itself a great re~utation 
as a holy book . This circumstance is reflected in the 
c;lealer·'s story of its use for curative purposes. 
In 1910 the manuscript was purchas,ed from an owner 
since deceased by Messrs. M. and R. Stora, of Paris. In 
1927 it was shown to Professor Edgar J. Goodspeed, of the 
University of Chicago. He. at once accepted the refusal of' 
the manuscript and requested that photographs of it be 
f'orwa r ded to the University immediately. 
These arrived on January, 1928. The manuscript was 
found to have textual possibilities and paleographic dis-
tinction. It was placed and dated in the scriptorium of 
.Michael Paleologus. It was shown to be the most elaborately 
miniatured Byzantine Testament known to exist. 
On January 30, 1928, Mrs. Edith Rockef'eller McCormick 
authorized the purchase of the manuscript for her collecti·on 

manuscripts of the Old Testament, three of the New Testa-
ment1 and one which contained part of the lost Greek 
original of the book of Enoch and a homily on the Passion 
by Melito 1 Bishop of Sardis in the third quarter of the 
second century. 22 
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All the manuscripts are on papyrus, all are in codex 
form1 and all are early in date. The earliest appears to 
be as early as the second century; the latest not later than 
the fifth. The following quotation by Kenyon describes more 
specifically the New Testament manuscripts: 
The three New Testament manuscripts may all be 
assigned with confidence to the third century: the 
Pauline manuscript to the very beginning of it, the 
Gospels and Acts to the first half of it 1 the Apocalypse 
perhaps to the second half. They are very far from 
perfect, the Gospels and Acts papyrus containing not 
more than one-seventh (perhaps less) of the text, the 
Pauline papyrus nearly the whole (excluding the Pastorals 
and with the loss of the beginning of Romans) 1 and the 
Revelation papyrus just one-third of the book; but be-
tween them they cover nearly the whole New Testament, 
and give us a substantial insight into the condition of 
the text a century before the Vatican and Sinaitic 
codices with which our manuscript evidence previously 
began.23 
It will now be realized what a significant contri-
bution to our knowledge of the history of the Bible has been 
made by this discovery. Whereas before;. our evidence for 
22Kenyon, Frederic G. 1 Our Bil::>le and the Ancien.t 
---· Manuscripts, P• 64. 
23:fcenyon, Frederic G., The Text of the Greek Bible, 
~~~--P· 188. 
the text of the Greek Bible began with the fourth century, 
we now have several witnesses from the third century, and 
one even from the beginning of the second (Numbers and 
Deuteronomy manuscript of the Chester Beatty Papyri). 
Kenyon, in the general introduction to his edition of the 
Chester Beatty manuscripts, gives this further word with 
respect to their importance: 
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The first and most important conclusion derived from 
the examination of them is the satisfactory one that 
they confirm the essential soundness of the existing 
texts. No striking or fundamental variation is shown 
either in the Old or the New Testament. There are no 
important omissions or additions of passages, and no 
variations which affect vital facts or doctrines. The 
variations of text affect minor matters, such as the 
order of words or the precise words used. On these 
matters, which are of high interest rather than of 
fundamental importance, they offer evidence of great 
value to Biblical critics. But their essential import-
ance is their confirmation, by evidence of an earlier 
date than was hitherto available, of the integrity of 
our existing texts. In this respe~4 they are an 
acquisition of epoch-making value. 
Following is a brief summary of conclusions reached 
by Sir Frederic Kenyon with respect to the character of 
the Chester Beatty papyri. 
Imperfect as the papyrus of the Gospels and Acts is, 
there is enough, except in the case of Matthew, to show 
what the general character of the text was. These two 
24Kenyon, Frederic G., ~ Che~ter Beatty Biblical 
Papyri Descriptions and Texts of Twelve Manuscripts £g · 
Papyrus ££ ~ Greek Bible, Fasciculus 1, p. 15. · 
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points are clear: it does not align itself wholly with 
either the Neutral or the Western family, still less with 
the Byzantine; and its character is not the same in all the 
books. The text in Mark shows more agreement with the 
Caesarean group than with any other, and thus (considering 
its date) reinforces the probability that the Caesarean 
text was extant in Egypt before Qrigen left that country~ 
In Luke and John the Caesarean text has not yet been identi-
fied, but the papyrus here comes closer to the Neutral 
group. It is not, however, identical with the Neutral 
group but rather holds an intermediate position between the 
Neutral and Western groups, inclining to the Neutral side 
in Luke, and slightly to the Western in John. In Acts the 
text is distinctly nearer to the Neutral group than to the 
Western. 
With regard to the Pauline Epistles it can be said 
with confidence that the character of the manuscript is 
fairly uniform throughout; that it agrees definitely with 
the Neutral group (which here includes the Alexandrinus as 
well as the Vaticanus and Sinaiticus) rather than with the 
Western; and that its agreement is greatest with the 
Vaticanus, and next to that with the Sinaitlcus. 
The Revelation papyrus may be classified on the 
whole with the oldest of our previously known authorities, 
but is independent of all of them. The authorities ;for 
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this book fall into three groups: (1) four uncial manu-
scripts, headed by the Sinait1cus and Alexandrinus (the 
Vaticanus is defective here); {2} a later uncial and about 
forty minuscules, which seem to represent a revision; {3) 
the Byzantine text. Finally, it may be said that the 
Beatty papyrus shows most agreements with the early uncials, 
and least with the Byzantine text; but in doubtful readings 
it disagrees more often than it agrees with each of them.25 
The next discovery of importance is a Greek fragment 
of Tatian's Diatessaron. Before discussing this fragment, 
a bit of history pertaining to the Diatessaron will be 
illuminating. This history carries us back to the second 
century when the Christian Scriptures were being circulated 
in Syria. The most certain fact that we know about the 
early dissemination of the Chris.tian Scriptures in Syria 
is that about A. n. 170-180, one Tatlan, a native of the 
Euphrates valley, but a disciple of Justin Martyr at Rome 
about the middle of the century, made a harmony of the 
Gospels, known as the Diatessaron, which circulated exten-
sively in a Syriae form among the churches of Syria. Tatian 
after traveling in many lands was converted to Christianity 
and lived for many years in Rome a.s a disciple of Justin. 
25Kenyon, Frederic G., The Story of the Bible, 
P• 119 ff. 
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After the martyrdom of Justin in A. D. 165 he was charged 
with heresy on account of his extremely ascetic views, and 
returned to his native land, where he died about 180. Either 
before or after leaving Rome he compiled his harmony of the 
Gospels. Whether the original language was Greek or Syriac, 
is a. matter of dispute. In favor of Syriac is the fact that 
its main circulation was in Syria; but in favor of the Greek 
is its Greek title and the fact that Latin and eventually 
Dutch translations were made of it; also the fact that it 
never fell under the suspicion of heresy; and that its 
textual affinities are with the Western type. 26 
The complete story of this work, its circulation, 
its disappearance, and its partial recovery in our own day, 
is considered one of the romances of text.ual history. (See 
Kenyon,~ Bible and the Ancient Manuscripts, P• 156 ff.) 
For our purposes here, however, mention will be made only 
of a recent discovery of a vellum fragment of a copy of the 
Diatessaron in Greek. 
This Greek fragment of Tatian 1 s Diatessaron was 
discovered at Dura-Europos on the Euphrates on March 5, 
1933, in the course of excavations conducted by Professor 
Clark Hopkins for Yale University and the French Academy. 27 
26Kenyon, Frederic G., The~ of the Greek Bible, 
P·· 113. 
27Kraeling, Carl H., A Greek Fragment of Tatian' s 
Diatessa.ron from Dura, p. 3.-
~~~~---- ---- ----
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Carl H. Kraeling adds this further word of interest concern-
ing the discovery: 
.Judging from its condition and outward appearance 
when found, it had been crushed in the hand and thrown 
away as a piece of waste paper. But it fell, or was 
dumped afterwards, into a great embankment of earth, 
ashes and rubbish constructed along the inner face of 
the western city wall by the Roman garrison, in pre-
paration for a siege. Here it was protected from the 
elements by the material heaped over and around it, by 
the layer of mud bricks with which the embankment was 
covered, and by the desert sand which eventually covered 
the whole city.28 
The fragment is now preserved in the parchment and 
papyrus collection of Yale University, at New Haven, Conn., 
where it is listed as Dura Parchment 2.4 ( D Pg. 24). 29 
The fragment is very small, consisting of fourteen 
imperfect lines. There is a fifteenth line but so little 
of it remains that its reconstruction would be mere guess-
work.30 The text of the fragment contains the narrative of 
the petition of Joseph of Arimathea for the body of Jesus. 
It is written in a hand of the first half of the third 
century. It is a mosaic made up of phrases from all four 
canonical Gospels, with some editorial adjustments. Al-
though it is small, it throws light on Tatian's method of 
28_!lli.' P• 3. 
29~., P• 3. 
30Ibid. I P• 4. 
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compilation, showing that he dealt freely with his materials 
and did not give a general preference to any one evangelist. 
Furthermore, it shows that the Diatessaron circulated in 
Greek in Syria, about half a century after its compil-
ation.31 This has some bearing on the problem of its origin 
al language, which Kenyon explains as follows: 
If it had been composed in Syriac, it would naturally 
have circulated in Syria in that language, and the sub-
sequent translations into Greek and Latin would have 
been reserved for countries in which those languages 
predominated; whereas, if it were originally composed 
in Greek, it might have had some circulation in that 
language, even in Syria, before a Syriac translation 
was available. The proof is not decisive, since a mili-
tary and trading station, such as Dura, would have had 
inhabitants who were not Syrians, and they might have 
brought a. Greek copy of the work with them; but so far 
as it goes, it addssomething to the case of those who 
advocate a Greek original, and in any case it proves 
that the Dlatessaron existed in Greek before A. D. 
25o.32 
We now come to two very recent discoveries of papyrus 
fragments which have special interest. We will begin with 
the earlier of them, the fragments of an unknown Gospel in 
the British Museum edited by H. I. Bell and T. c. Skeat in 
April 1935. 33 The chief interest in this work is its evi-
dence for tne early existence of the fourth Gospel, a first 
31Kenyon, Frederic G., The Story of th~ Bible, p. 97. 
32Ibid., p. 98 • 
33Kenyon, Frederic G., ~Text of th~ Greek Bible, 
p. 193. 
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century date being probable. Perhaps the most recent and 
accurate description of these fragments is that given by 
H. I. Bell himself: 
The fragments consist of two imperfect leaves, and 
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a small scrap of a third leaf, from a papyrus codex of 
the mid third century containing a work which, at least 
superficially, resembles in structure the canonical 
Gospels; and that these two leaves contain four differ-
ent episodes. These four incidents differ markedly 
from each other in their relation to the canonical texts, 
falling in this respect into three classes. The first, 
a dispute between Christ and the 'rulers of the people,' 
ending in an attempt to stone Him, is an incident not 
recorded in any of the Gospels, but the language in 
which it is told shows verbal parallels with st. John 
.so close as to prove direct literary contact: of one 
kind or another. The second and third are incidents, 
the healing of a leper and a question concerning the 
payment of dues to 'kings', which are clearly the same 
as incidents related by the Synoptists, though not by 
st. John; but they are related in a manner markedly 
different from that in the canonical Gospels. The 
verbal parallels which exist are mostly such as may 
easily be accounted for by the identity of incident, 
not necessarily implying that the writer borrowed from 
the Synoptists or vice versa; and where, as in the 
third episode, we do find clearer verbal contacts, they 
are with st. John, not with the Synoptists. Lastly, the 
fourth is an incident, apparently a miracle, on the 
bank of the Jordan, which is not paralleled in any 
Gospel and is related in language which with one pos-
sible and very doubtful exception, show~4no contacts whatever with the canonical narratives. 
Mr. Bell concludes that the new text was written 
before the end of the first quarter of the second century; 
that the author knew st. John's Gospel and possibly, but if 
so less intimately, st. Luke's or some other Synoptic 
34Bell, H. Idris, Recent Discoveries of Biblical 
Papyri, p. 17. 
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Gospel; that he had, however, access to other sources which 
have not survived elsewhere; and that, though he probably 
handled his material quite freely, he wrote in good faith, 
with no heretical axe to grind.35 
The following discovery is cited here, because of 
its importance as further and convincing proof of the early 
circulation of the Fourth Gospel. This discovery was made 
by Mr. C. H. Roberts while working among some papyri which 
were acquired in 1920 by Dr. B. p. Grenfell for the John 
Rylands Library at Manchester. 36 Among these papyri he 
found a tiny scrap of a codex containing a few words of 
John xviii, 31-33, 37, 38, in a hand which can be dated with 
some confidence to the first half of the second century. 
The fragment being so small, it is textually unimportant. 
Its great value lies in the fact that it is the earliest 
known fragment of any manuscript of the New Testament and 
37 is proof of the early circulation of the Fourth Gospel. 
The fragment was published by c. H. Roberts in 
38 November, 1935. 
35rbid., P· 20. 
36Kenyon, Frederic G., Our Bible and the Ancient 
Manuscripts, P• 128. 
37Kenyon, Frederic G., The Text of the Greek Bible, 
P• 195~ ----
38Ibid., P• 195. 
The results of these studies and the general con-
clusions at which modern scholars have arrived will now 
be presented in the following chapter. 
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CHAPTER IV 
RESULTS OF THESE STUDIES 
As one surveys the New Testament discoveries since 
nineteen hundred perhaps the mos·t apparent and significant 
result is that we now have a greater quantity of evidence 
of an earlier date for the text of our Gospels. For in-
stance, the Chester Beatty papyri, which is undoubtedly 
the most outstanding of the recent discoveries, have 
carried back the evidence of our faith by a century; they 
have given us specimens of the volumes of the Gospels and 
of the Pauline Epistles which were in use among the Christ-
ians of the third century; and furthermore they give us an 
insight into the manner in which the text of the sacred 
books was handed down through the ages of persecution. 
Also the discovery of the unpublished fragment of the Fourth 
Gospel in the John Rylands Library and the discovery of 
fragments of an unknown Gospel have given convincing evi-
dence of a first century date for the Fourth Gospel, thus 
convincingly refuting those who contended that the Fourth 
Gospel was not written until the middle of the second 
century. 
Furthermore, these discoveries throw some light upon 
the use and estimate of the Gospels in the early church. 
~==-==--========II===~ 
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For instance, the Freer or Washington manuscripts, dated 
about the fourth or fifth :century, contain the four Gospels 
in the following order: Matthew, John, Luke, Mark, which 
probably reflects the order of their popularity. Moreover, 
the finding of Greek Gospel fragments not only in Lower 
Egypt, but also in Upper Egypt, and near the Euphrates, 
throws light upon the areas where these Gospels were in use 
among Greek-speaking Christians.1 
Another important fact to be noted is the evidence 
of the early use of the codex for.m of book by the Christian 
community. For a long time it was thought that the change 
from the roll type of manuscript to the codex came in the 
fourth century, at the time when the change from papyrus 
to parchment for writing material began. But the Chester 
Beatty papyri now fully confirm the use of the papyrus codex 
in the Christian community in the third century, and also 
(if the dating of the Numbers-Deuteronomy manuscript be 
accepted) carry it back into the second, and even perhaps to 
the first half of that century. Further evidence is the 
discovery of an unpublished fragment of the Fourth Gospel 
in the John Rylands Library which came from a codex form 
which can hardly be dated later than 150 A. n., and which 
lFilson, Floyd v., Origins of the Gospels, p. 45. 
========#=========================================- =====================#========= 
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may be considered earlier. 2 
Perhaps the main significance of these discoveries 
is in the field of textual tneory. The general conclusions 
to which scholars have arrived are as follows: In the 
flr~t place it is to be noted that none of the surviving 
forms of the text is the primitive form unaffected by cor-
ruption or revision. Second, it is generally conceived 
that the 11Neutral" text (preferably called Alexandrian by 
Kenyon) is the most scholarly and skill:ful revision, and 
least affected by corruption or revision. Third, the West-
ern text, which at one time was regarded as a single text 
pervading the whole Christian world and with earlier attes• 
tation than any other, has been broken up. Kenyon confines 
the name 11Western11 to a truly western text .form and dis-
tinguishea an eastern type current in Syria and another type 
centered at Caesarea. 3 Also B. H. Streeter points out that 
each important church center would have a text with some 
distinctive traits, and thus he distinguishes in what were 
former~y called Western witnesses an eastern and a western 
text form, the eastern being subdivided into a Caesarean 
branch and an Antiochene branch, and the western being 
2Ibid., P· 40. 
~enyon, Frederic G., The Text of the Greek Bible, 
~--. --. -P• 242. 
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subdivided into an African branch and a branch current in 
4 Italy and Gaul£-.. A fourth point is the identification of 
a distinct te~t type, called the "Caesarean" text. In the 
preceding chapter it was shown that the Chester Beatty 
papyrus of th~ Gospels gives evidence of this type of text 
and also of i~s existence in the third century. This text 
holds an inte~"mediate position between the Neutral and 
Western texts and the fact that Streeter connected this text 
with Caesarea led to naming it the Caesarean text. 5 
From a study of these discoveries some light has 
been thrown upon the history of the New Testament text. And 
in order to u jlderstand the present state of the New Testa-
ment text it eems fitting, in conclusion, to form a brief 
picture, as f r as the evidence permits, of the circumstance 
of the early centuries. Most of the following facts have 
been gleaned rom Sir Frederic Kenyon's recent works: The 
-
Story e>f the 1 ible, The Text of the Greek Bible, and Ou.r 
Bible and the Ancient Manuscripts. 
In the beginning the literature of Christianity 
spread gradua ly and irregularly. The four Gospels which 
we know were composed in different times and places and for 
4stree1er, Burnett H., The Four Gospels, P• 27. 
5Filsor, Floyd v., Origins of the gospels, p. 48. 
a time circulated separately among a number of other nar• 
ratives of our Lord's life. Evidence of this fact was 
found in the discovery of an unknown Gospel described in 
39 
the preceding chapter. The Epistles were letters addressed 
to different congregations and only gradually made known 
to other churches. Furthermore, it would seem (and every 
new discovery of early fragments seems to confirm it) that 
in the second and third century the text of the New Testa-
ment, and especially of the Gospels, was under very little 
control. There was no one center issuing authoritative 
copies of the Scriptures, and for some time no need was 
felt for it. It was the substance of the Christian story 
that mattered, not the exact words • One community would 
borrow a copy of a Gospel or Epistle from its neighbor and 
copy it, and the copyist would not always be a skilled 
scribe. Means of controlling and correcting mistakes were 
lacking; and in such conditions various readings would mul-
tiply greatly. Apart from the growth of errors through 
untrained scribes, there were alterations made with the 
best intentions with a view to greater lucidity and the 
avoidance of possible misunderstandings. Such revisions as 
there were would be local and casual, due to the initiative 
of individual bishops or scholars, and its influence would 
be confined to the irnrnediate neighborhood. This would tend 
to the creation of local types of text, extending at most to 

Other editors would treat the text more freely, 
varying phrases to suit their O\m taste, importing short 
passages from other sources, amplifying the narrative for 
the sake of effect, including rather than omitting, and 
attaching little importance to accuracy of transmission. 
Thus would be the beginning of the Western text. 
41 
To others, however, the guiding principle would be 
accuracy, not edification. They would be careful to consult 
the oldest manuscripts accessible to them, and would compare 
their variant readings in the light of cr!tical science, 
considering which was most likely to give the author's 
original words. They would tend to omit superfluities or 
insufficiently attested words or passages, and to prefer 
the more difficult reading to the easier, the latter more 
likely to have been altered. Dealing with material in this 
manner would give the closest approximation to the original. 
It is thought that the Neutral text was formed by the use 
of such principles and consequently mo5t modern scholars 
believe the Neutral text to be, on the whole, the purest 
text. 
0!' the other families, the Caesarean, although. it has 
been imperfectly established as yet, would appear to have 
been constructed on scholarly lines, though perhaps with 
leas authority than the Neutral text. The Syrian text would 
appear to owe less to editorial revision on conscious lines, 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 
Bell, H. Idris, Fragments .Qf. _!!! Unknown Gospel and Other 
Early Christian Papyri. London: Oxford University 
Press, 1935 • 
• • • • , Recent Discoveries of Biblical Papyri. 
Oxf'ord: Clarendon .Press, 1937 • . 
Encyclopaedia Britannica, 11 Tischendorf, 11 13th edition, 
XXVI, 1014b. 
Filson, Floyd v., Origins of the Gospels· 
New York: Abingdon Press, 1938. 
43 
Gregory, Caspar Rene, Canon and Text of the New Testament. 
New York: c. Scribner's Sons, 1907. -
Kenyon, Frederic G., ~ Bible and the Ancient Manusc.ripts. 
London: Eyre & Spottiswoode, 1939 • 
• • • • , Recent Developments in~ Textual Criticism of 
the Greek Bible. London: Oxford University Press,-r933 • 
• • , The Chester Beatty Biblical Papyri Descriptions and 
Texts £f Twelve Manuscripts ~ Papyrus of the Greek 
Bible, Fasciculus I. London; Emery Walker Limited, 
1933. -
••• • , ~Chester Beatty Biblical Papyri Descriptions and 
Texts .2£. Twelve Manuscripts £!!- Papyrus of the Greek 
Bible, Fasciculus .ill· London: Emery wa:Iker Limited, 
1934 • 
• • • • , The Chester Beatty Biblical Papyri Descriptions and 
Texts ~ Twelve Manuscripts .2.!! Papyrus of ~ Greek 
Bible, FasciQulus III SUPJ?l• London: Emery Walker 
Limited, 1936 • 
• • • • , ~Story of !h! Bible. 
New York: E· p. Dutton & Company, 1937 • 
• • • • , The Text of the Greek Bible. 
London: Duckwort~l937. 
Kraeling, Carl H., A Greek Fragment of fatian's Diatessaron 
From Dura. London: ChristopherB; 935. 
----
Sanders, Henry A., A Third-Century Papyrus Codex of the 
Epistles of Pau~. Ann Arbor: University of MTChigan 
Press, -1935 • 
44 
• • • • , Facsimile of the Washington Manuscript of the Four 
GosMels in the Freer Collection. Ann Arbor: University 
of ichigan Press, 1912. · 
••• • , The New Testament Manuscripts in the Freer 
Collection:- New York: Macmillan, 19ls:-
••• • , ~New Testament Manuscripts in~ Freer 
Collection, Part II, The Washington Manuscript of the 
Epistles of Paul.--New York: Macmillan, l9l8. -----
Streeter, Burnett Hillman, The Four Gospels. 
London: Macmillan and Company, f930. 
Willoughby, Harold R., Codex~ and its Miniatures. 
Chicago: College Art Association of America, l933. 
